
    

UNIVERSITY OF MASSACHUSETTS AT AMHERST 
OFFICE OF THE FACULTY SENATE 

 
MINUTES 

 
Presiding Officer Jerome Mileur called the 625th Regular Meeting of the Faculty Senate to order on Thursday, 
December 4, 2003 at 3:30 p.m. in Herter Hall 227. 
 
A. ADDRESS BY STATE REPRESENTATIVE LEWIS EVANGELIDIS (R-1st WORCESTER) 
 
(see attached) 
 
QUESTIONS 
 
Senator Richard Bogartz thanked Representative Evangelidis for his address and expressed appreciation for his loyalty 
to UMASS.  
 
Senator Roland Chilton thanked Representative  Evangelidis for voting to fund the contracts after 3 years and asked him 
if, when the budget issue comes before the Legislature again, he would oppose any suggestion that the increase in 
salaries was simply a one-year bonus. 
 
Representative Lewis Evangelidis said he could be counted on for that. While he couldn't make any promises for the 
legislature itself, he believes that the University is making a positive impact. For instance, UMASS hosted an impressive 
freshman legislature inauguration / training seminar which was well-attended and well-received. However, one of the 
main problems is that most of the legislature has never attended UMASS. Thus, they are not very sympathetic to public 
education when it conflicts with loyalty to their alma matter; as UMASS improves, it provides competition against their 
alma matter. There is nothing to be done about such a political reality, but one thing that might help is to bring 
legislators out to see the campus and feel the integrity of the institution.  
 
Senator Eric Einhorn raised the issue that Massachusetts seems to have particular difficulty holding onto middle class 
working families and attracting people with education. For instance, if a middle class family has to choose between 
moving to Massachusetts or North Carolina, when one of the major factors is education cost, the family is probably 
going to choose the more affordable state -- not Massachusetts. He wondered if this is a concern of the members of the 
Legislature. 
 
Representative Evangelidis agreed that this is a major concern of the legislature and the governor. Liberal members of 
the legislature are usually the strongest proponents of moderate income housing, but Republican Governor Mitt 
Romney is as strong a proponent as them. He is trying to bring peopl e into the state to invest in the commonwealth, but 
the high cost of housing and the idea of quality, affordable education are potential obstacles which must be addressed. 
 
Senator W. C. Conner commented that it seems that many people, including Representative Evangelidis, are under the 
presumption that faculty and Faculty Senate members are all Democrats, but it is not necessarily true.  
 
Representative Evangelidis asked him if he considers this to be a mainstream opinion or more of an individual one?  
 
Senator Conner answered that a fair number of people -- at least in the Engineering School -- are active in the 
Republican party in one way or another. However, the union has never represented their points of view very well 
because, he claims, there is a conflict of interest over supporting faculty members who contribute funding to a political 
candidate who is running opposite their party's candidate. 
 
Secretary of the Faculty Senate Ernest May remarked that bipartisan support is essential for the success of any great 
state university and noted that great progress seems to have been made in getting some energy behind that idea today. 
He also displayed a graph depicting the percentage of the state budget that goes toward higher education, showing how 
it has been sharply declining. 
 



    

Representative Evangelidis expressed his familiarity with the graph and agreed that when budget cuts need to be made, 
higher education is usually the first to be hit. Higher education was cut by about 20 percent last year, while most of the 
rest of the state remained stable.  The compounding of those budget cuts, one on top of another, is the problem that 
UMASS is facing right now. A lot of the legislators went to BC, BU, Northeastern, and other private institutions around 
Boston. So, unfortunately, the issue comes down to a matter of politics or loyalty for most members of the legislature.  
 
Senator Robert Levin inquired about the level of present state funding given directly to students for university 
fellowships which are then used at private Boston schools, as this seems to undercut funding to UMASS.  
 
Representative Evangelidis replied that he did not have a figure to offer in response to this question. 
 
Senator Levin responded with the comment that the erosion of funds to UMASS seems to have directly translated into a 
deterioration of quality education at this campus -- to the point where the campus has entered third-rate national 
status. He also noted that this is a fact which few administrative or legislative leaders seem willing to openly 
acknowledge and address. 
 
Representative Evangelidis expressed his concern over Dr. Levin's point and said that he is paying attention to these 
issues and listening when people bring them to his attention. 
 
Senator Maria Tymoczko remarked that, since the last meeting of the Faculty Senate, there was a newspaper article 
published about the state prison system. The article reported that Massachusetts prisons are now funded at a higher 
rate than public higher education. She asked Representative Evangelidis if he thought that UMASS could persuade his 
colleagues to increase funding if the University's Chancellor agreed to put iron bars on all the windows and advertise 
UMASS as the best facility in the state for keeping teenage boys off the street. 
 
Representative Evangelidis concurred that it is a point worth thinking about. 
 
 
 
B. ANNUAL REPORT 
 

2002-2003 Annual Report of the Athletic Council, University of Massachusetts Amherst, 
as presented in Sen. Doc. No. 04-008. 

 
This report was received. 
 
Carol Barr and Nelson Lacey, Co-Chairs of the Athletic Council offered a brief summary of the Annual Report of the 
Athletic Council, which meets on a monthly basis, with additional meetings scheduled for critical issues. Last year, eight 
meetings were held. At each meeting, there was a "Meet the Coach" segment in which athletic varsity coaches were 
invited to speak about their program(s). Athletic administrators and special guests such as Chancellor Lombardi and 
Ron Chimelis, a reporter for the Union News, were also invited to speak at meetings throughout the year.  
 
The performance by student athletes both in the classroom and on the playing fields was once again outstanding. 
Student athletes are graduating from UMASS at a higher rate than the general student body -- 64 percent. They are 
also graduating at a higher rate than the national average, which is 61 percent. There is much athletic success likewise 
being achieved. The Women's Ski Team won the national championship in their sport; Men's Ice Hockey was nationally 
ranked for the first time in the program's history and advanced to the Hockey East Semifinals; and the Women's 
Softball Team qualified for their ninth straight trip to the national championships.  
 
The Council is organized by five working subcommittees: Academics, Finance, Facilities, Compliance, and Equity. A 
sixth subcommittee was on hiatus last year because the Athletic Department itself was going through strategic planning. 
The 2002-03 year welcomed the arrival of a new Athletic Director, Ian McCaw. In addition, the following new staff 
were added to the Athletic Department: Betsy Moser, Compliance; Bill Chaves, Tickets and Operations; and Thorr 
Bjorn, Sales and Marketing. The Athletic Department has been participating in a very aggressive, active Revenue 
Enhancement Plan in an effort to find new and increased revenue sources, which was one of the reasons why Thorr 
Bjorn was hired by the Athletic Department. This year he is also serving as the department's Interim Athletic Director. 
 



    

Rudd Field, a new soccer stadium, was dedicated in the Fall 2002. This is the first privately-financed athletic facility at 
the University. The Boyden Varsity Weight Room was transformed into a general student fitness area. The former 
gymnastics area in Boyden was converte d into a new varsity weight room. The University initiated its second cycle of 
the NCAA certification process. Every 10 years, an athletic department needs to go through NCAA certification in 
which attention is given to rule compliance, finance, academic integrity, etc. Numerous members of the Athletic Council 
are actively participating in that process now.  
 
The Council continues to monitor conditions and needs of campus athletic facilities. The new Rudd Field, the softball 
complex, Mullins Center, and Gar ber Field are all in commendable condition. However, the swimming pools and track, 
which is now gone, and the need for a Recreation / Wellness Center are of present concern to the Council. The opening 
of a Recreation / Wellness Center is not strictly an athletic project, but rather a campus undertaking. Such a facility is 
necessary for the general student body, recruitment of students, faculty usage, recruitment of faculty, and general 
recreational needs of the University. Funding for this Wellness / Recreation Center was initially appropriated in the 
Spring of 2002, when student fees were increased. The project was underway until the Spring of 2003, but additional 
budget cuts forced it to be put on hold and caused funds to be revoked. The Athletic Council is now very concerned 
about this "temporary postponement" and hopes it won't evolve into a permanent status.  
 
Priority registration for the scheduling of classes by student athletes is another primary concern. The shifting of class 
meetings, practice schedules, and the lack of appropriate practice facilities which limits the amount of time teams can 
use them, are putting a lot of pressure on student athletes who are trying to get into classes required for their major. In 
addition, the NCAA just passed new academic legislation which requires student athletes to be enrolled in a certain 
percentage of course degree requirements each year in order to maintain eligibility. A subcommittee met with Provost 
Seymour and Deputy Provost Cunningham last year to talk abo ut this issue, and the Council is going to continue 
monitoring its effect on student athletes to see if there is a problem and, if so, address it. 
 
As a result of budget cuts a couple years ago, the Athletic Department discontinued 7 varsity sport programs . 
Coinciding with the discontinuation of those programs, student fees increased. Fee increases translated into increased 
athletic scholarship costs, which the University made a commitment to honor for students of discontinued sport 
programs. So the cost savings weren't as much as originally anticipated, and the Athletic Council is still involved in 
discussion surrounding Athletic Department budget cuts which continue to come down.  
 
In the year ahead there will be continued discussions on facilities, priority registration, and budget cuts. In addition, 
Nelson Lacey and Carol Barr will be serving in the search for the new Athletic Director.  
 
QUESTIONS 
 
Senator Roland Chilton asked if the Council is preparing for any movement toward big-time football or, if not, toward 
the Patriot League instead. 
 
Co-Chair of the Athletic Council Carol Barr replied that the Athletic Council is an advisory body only. So, as far as the 
study of the football program taking place right now, the Council can only report what they have been told, and there 
has been no word.  
 
Chancellor John Lombardi interjected that the Trustees are in charge of this conversation. They have an ad hoc 
committee that is considering the question of whether or not UMASS Amherst should move to a Division 1A football 
program. Discussion should be completed some time in the next week, with a meeting scheduled for the 10th of 
December. If they arrive at a conclusion, it will be made known -- most likely from the news media as an initial rumor.  
 



    

C. NEW BUSINESS 
 

1.  Special Report of the Graduate Council, Program and Budget Council, and Research Council 
concerning The Graduate Program Name Change of Forestry and Wood Technology to Forest 
Resources, as presented in Sen. Doc. No.  04-009 with Motion No. 06-04. 

 
MOVED: That the Faculty Senate approve The Graduate Program Name Change of Forestry 
06-04 and Wood Technology to Forest Resources, as presented in Sen. Doc. No. 04-009. 
 
This motion was seconded and adopted. 
 

2. Special Report of the Graduate Council and Program and Budget Council concerning The Structure 
of the School of Education Ed.D. and M.Ed. Concentrations, as presented in Sen. Doc. No.  04-010 with 
Motion No. 07-04. 

 
MOVED: That the Faculty Senate approve the changes in the Structure of the School of  
07-04 Education Ed.D. and M.Ed. Concentrations, as presented in Sen. Doc. No. 04-010. 
 
This motion was seconded and adopted. 
 

3. Special Report of the Academic Matters Council and Program and Budget Council concerning  
A Minor in Science, as presented in Sen. Doc. No.  04-011 with Motion No. 08-04. 

 
MOVED: That the Faculty Senate approve the Establishment of a Science Minor associated with the Science 
08-04 Major in the College of Natural Sciences and Mathematics, as presented in Sen. Doc. No. 04-011. 
 
This motion was seconded and adopted. 
 

4. Special Report of the International Studies Council concerning The Exchange Agreement between the 
Universidad Politécnica de Valencia, Valencia, Spain and the University of Massachusetts Amherst, 
Amherst, Massachusetts, USA, as presented in Sen. Doc. No. 04-012 with Motion No. 09-04. 

 
MOVED: That the Faculty Senate approve the Exchange Agreement between the Universidad Politécnica de 
09-04 Valencia, Valencia, Spain and the University of Massachusetts, Amherst, Massachusetts, USA,  

as presented in Sen. Doc. No. 04-012. 
 
This motion was seconded and adopted. 
 
 
 
D. NEW COURSES  
 
MOVED: That the Faculty Senate approve the courses CHINESE 140 and 141, CLASSICS 202, COMP -LIT 256, 
10-04 EDUC 356, JUDAIC 353, MATH 441, NRC 382 and UWW 222, as recomme nded by the Academic 

Matters Council. 
 
This motion was seconded and adopted. 
 
MOVED: That the Faculty Senate approve the course EXERSCI 555, as recommended by the Academic 
11-04 Matters and Graduate Councils. 
 
This motion was seconded and adopted. 
 
MOVED: That the Faculty Senate approve the courses COMM-DIS 646 and EDUC 663,  
12-04 as recommended by the Graduate Council. 
 
This motion was seconded and adopted. 
 



    

E. ANNOUNCEMENTS 
 
1. Principal Administrative Officers 
 
Chancellor John Lombardi extended thanks to Representative Evangelidis. He noted that it has been a successful 
campaign to get the legislature to start funding contracts, but the conversation is not over. The key to recent success 
was a focus and consistency of message, as well as extraordinarily strong leadership from local delegations. It is 
imperative now that people take the time to thank their legislators. Showing appreciation for their positive efforts is 
just as important as hounding them for the negative. There was a $10 million supplemental item approved by the 
legislature but vetoed by the Governor. That item is in the budget due to widespread support and, in particular, the 
leadership of Senator Stan Rosenberg. We are extraordinarily grateful and should contact Senator Rosenberg in order 
to show our support and encourage him further, so that when the issues comes up again on January 7th, the legislature 
will feel motivated to override that veto and put the $10 million into the UMASS budget. 
 
2. The Secretary of the Faculty Senate 
  
Secretary of the Faculty Senate Ernest May reinforced the Chancellor's message by adding that the struggle is not over 
and that people should continue offering support and concern over upcoming issues that are just as critical. 
 
3. The Faculty Delegates to the Boar d of Trustees 
 
Faculty Delegate to the Board of Trustees W. Brian O’Connor reported that the full board met in late November at the 
Medical School, and virtually everything that went on at that meeting was very well reported in the local press. 
Attendance at the board meetings has improved significantly over the past year. The Governance Committee passed a 
"Code of Conduct," which had not previously existed, and a "Conflict of Interest" policy. This moved quickly through 
the committees, driven by the situation at Boston University. As a member of the Presidential Search Committee, 
Delegate O'Connor said he would be going to Boston to read applicants' folders tomorrow. There have been many 
presidential nominations. On Wednesday, December 10th, the Board of Trustees has a long meeting scheduled for 8 a.m. 
to discuss the candidates. The goal is to have at least some interviews scheduled for the month of January. Copies of the 
leadership statement with criteria for the next President of the University of Massachusetts are available upon request. 
 
4. The Representative of the Massachusetts Society of Professors 
 
President of the Massachusetts Society of Professors Jenny Spencer announced that on Wednesday, December 10th there 
will be an all-faculty meeting with lunch to celebrate the past year and plan for the Spring. There are questions about 
retroactive pay -- whether or not it will come through and who it will come through for -- and questions about the 
University budget situation which will be addressed. There is also a need to plan for organizing retirees and think about 
the issues for the next round of bargaining.  
 
5. The Chair of the Rules Committee 
 
Chair of the Rules Committee Richard Bogartz noted that there are 16 Senators initialed on the attendance sheet today, 
but the campus is apportioned into 19 districts. The number of Faculty Senate positions that are allowed versus the 
number of positions that are filled for those various districts is very inconsistent. He offered some figures and went on 
to say that some portions of the campus have 100 percent representation, while others have only 0 to 16 percent. 
Because so many of the underrepresented departments are from the Research end of the campus, the Rules Committee 
has decided to approach the Research Council with a request to consider this problem. It might be due to a general 
perception that Faculty Senate meetings are rather "boring." For instance, course approvals are often voted on without 
a single word of description or debate. So, perhaps there could be a different method of dealing with such courses for 
which there are no issues. The Rules Committee has decided to take up this matter, along with the task of generating 
discussion about issues that really matter to the faculty and, thus, should matter to the Faculty Senate. The Rules 
Committee is thinking about a structure in which the Faculty Senate becomes a committee of the whole and takes up 
such matters as SPIRE or the apparent split between the North and South ends of campus. Anyone with additional 
comments or suggestions is encouraged to contact a member of the Rules Committee.  
 



    

6. The President of the Graduate Student Senate 
 
A Graduate Student Senate Representative  announced that the Graduate Student Senate would like to meet with 
Chancellor Lombardi in February. They have given the Chancellor notice of this but are still working on an exact date. 
Once scheduled, the meeting will be open to all students on campus, particularly grad students. The Graduate Lounge 
still needs to be opened -- either as a business outlet or as a common student space -- and another issue of concern to be 
addressed with Chancellor Lombardi is the unfair admission increases on international students.  
 
QUESTIONS 
 
Senator Rutherford Platt suggested that maybe Faculty Senate Meetings could start at 4pm instead of 3:30, as this would 
surely be more convenient for faculty members with afternoon classes and might also help to increase representation.  
 
Senator Mokhtar Atallah commented that many members attending the Faculty Senate meetings are also members of 
committees or councils that have worked to approve the programs and courses being brought before the Senate for a 
vote. These representatives then know what work has been done to bring the issues before the Senate, and they vote 
accordingly, so it is unfair for others to judge that things go so smoothly here, as Senator Bogartz suggested, when a 
more comprehensive picture is not taken into consideration. 
 
Secretary of the Faculty Senate Ernest May extended congratulations to the School of Education, the Graduate Council, 
and the Program and Budget Council for passing the revised concentrations today. A lot of effort was put into resolving 
this issue which came up more than four years ago.  
 

************************ 
 
The 625th Regular Meeting of the Faculty Senate stood adjourned at 4:56 p.m. on December 4, 2003. The proceedings of 
this meeting are available on audiotape in the Faculty Senate Office. 
 
Respectfully submitted, 
 
 
Ernest D. May 
Secretary of the Faculty Senate 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



UNIVERSITY OF MASSACHUSETTS AT AMHERST 
OFFICE OF THE FACULTY SENATE 

 
 
 

ADDRESS BY STATE REPRESENTATIVE LEWIS EVANGELIDIS (R-1st WORCESTER) 
 

I’d like to thank you for having me here today. I guess the first question on everyone’s mind is: how tall is this guy? So, I’ll 
just tell you: I’m six feet, seven inches tall — on a good day, maybe six-eight. Nonetheless, I did come here today- I am an 
elected State Representative. I’ve just finished my first year of my first term, and I was invited to come here. I’m very honored 
to be here. I am a graduate of 1983, the University of Massachusetts. I was thinking about what I would have to say to you, 
and I would be willing to take questions afterwards, so we can talk about anything you want at that time, but maybe I could 
explain to you how I could leave as a graduate of the University of Massachusetts in 1983 — as an Economics major and as a 
very idealistic liberal — and the fact that I return today as a conservative Republican. I guess the question would be: “How 
did this metamorphosis happen?” to quote an Eminem song. I’m going to spend ten minutes or so trying to explain it to you, 
and hopefully we can engage in some questions about that and questions that are on your mind today.  
 
I will say this: I used what I was taught at the University of Massachusetts. I’m a very, very proud graduate of this school. I 
learned more about myself, how to think, how to be critically analytical and to not accept what’s given to you. I’ve carried that 
with me every day of my life, and I think that’s a big part of how I continue to think and learn as my life went along, and I’ll 
explain to you where I ended up. I do believe that that is the essence of what we’re taught here at UMASS — to be critical 
thinkers. I also love music very much, and I go to concerts still, which is something most people my age don’t do anymore. I’ve 
always been really proud of the fact that wherever I go in life, it seems that I meet people who are very interesting, people who 
are outgoing, people who are musical. I cannot tell you how amazing it is to me how many of them went to UMASS. I’ve found 
that maybe five or six of the best friends I have in the world today, two of them are UMASS graduates, and I didn’t know 
either of them when I went here. So I’ve had a lot of ongoing philosophies that I’ve carried with me from UMASS, and I just 
continue to be amazed at the people I meet — including in the legislature now — people who are interesting, who have a 
different perspective on life. Many of them come from UMASS, and I’m proud to say that I’m part of that. I would like to 
think that I’m one of those people also.  
 
I guess I’ll tell you where it starts for me. One of my pet peeves in life is when I meet people of the same political views at 40 
that they had at 20, because — and I think all of you can agree — we’re not listening to the same music we listened to when we 
were 20 years old, and we don’t read the same authors we read when we were 20 years old. I have friends who are architects 
who I tell, “I hope you’re not designing buildings like you did when you were 25, when you’re 45 today, and I hope you’re not 
still designing those same buildings when you’re 65.” I’d like to think we all learn — we absorb and we grow. I’ve quoted 
Winston Churchill many times as I go around my district and explain my position to people. I say what he said, “To be young 
and conservative is to have no heart, but to be old and liberal is to have no mind.” I often think that that explains a little bit 
about how I learn and approach life.  
 
I did leave here in 1983, filled with liberal idealism, as I mentioned. I voted for Jimmy Carter. I stood outside at a memorial 
service for John Lennon when he was shot. I always carried protest ribbons with me and buttons and such. I’m not 
denigrating any of that. I’m proud to have done all those things, but I found, looking back, that I’m not sure I was really 
thinking  when I was here. I’ve found that part of the culture here was to be liberal. You were indoctrinated to be liberal. It 
wasn’t cool to be  conservative. I kind of went along with the crowd because that’s the pressure put on me while at UMASS. 
I’m not saying it’s right or wrong — it’s just a fact. I don’t know if it is still like that today — my suspicion is that it’s 
probably clearly out of the mainstream as far as being liberal — but my point is that, when I reflect back on my time here, I’m 
not so certain I was really being honest with myself and truly thinking about all the issues when I looked at my political 
stances then. Part of it was simply fitting in and engaging some of the pressures that come with being a young idealistic college 
student. 
 
I did realize, after a while, that it seems like a lot of people want you to think like they do. That seems to be the thing in life —
whether you’re conservative or liberal. It seems like almost everybody wants you to think like they do. I try to tell people: 
think like you — find out what you believe in, and don’t follow anybody else’s dogma. One of the things I’ll never forget — it 
still resonates with me today — is when I was in class with one of the professors I had and somebody challenged one of his 
theories. He stopped the class and admonished that student, saying, “Don’t you ever, ever challenge my theories.” I remember 
thinking to myself, “Wait a minute, now.” I thought, this was one of the most open-minded people I’d ever met in my life. 
Then I realized he was very open-minded only until you disagreed with him. I never forgot that. As I sit here today, I don’t 
forget it.  
 



After the University of Massachusetts, I went to the west coast to find myself. I lived in Berkeley, California and actually 
worked in a construction company where I dug trenches at Lawrence Livermore Laboratories, which was kind of an 
interesting place back then to be. I returned to the east coast after that and worked in the World Trade Center as an Assistant 
Commodities Broker. After that, I ended up going to law school — Temple University down in Philadelphia. After leaving the 
DA’s office, I worked as a state attorney down in Dade County, Florida. As a matter of fact, I worked for Janet Reno who 
became our Attorney General of the United States under Bill Clinton. She was someone who very much impressed me. To this 
day, she still does. She had integrity. She had honesty. I really admired her as a person. I will tell you this: during the time that 
I was traveling and performing these jobs, I always thought of politics. It was something I loved — it’s a people business, and I 
enjoy people. I love helping them, and I always wanted to get involved in politics, but I was still learning about who I was, and 
I was still thinking about the issues. As I went along and studied and supported all the welfare programs when I was younger, 
I remember reading about how Lyndon Johnson, in 1964, declared war on poverty. I thought of the billions of dollars that 
well-intentioned people have spent on abolishing poverty in America, and unfortunately I think many of us can sit here today 
and agree that with all those efforts, we still have as much poverty today in America as we ever did. It made me think: maybe 
we need a new approach to this. Maybe we have to sort of break down the walls — open the box a little bit — and listen to 
both sides of the issue here. Maybe there’s something being said from people who are generally discarded as not caring about 
people in the conservative Republican side. Maybe they have ideas that are harsher, but they want to try to help people. So I 
listened. I paid attention to what both sides were saying. I don’t think, for a minute, that people aren’t well-intentioned or 
don’t care about others, but when you get into the politics, you have a responsibility to make sure that money is being spent in 
the best way it can.  
 
So, I certainly believe that many of these programs are essential to maintain, but we should certainly not leave them as they 
are, we should try to make them stronger in any way we can. I’ve noticed, in my opinion, that there are certain votes today 
which seem to be like bribery — saying, we’ll give you a little something if you be quiet, so you can have our vote. I’m not 
saying that the other side doesn’t do it, too — there are certain tax breaks that are given to certain people and corporations to 
get their votes. I think we, as citizens of the United States, have to make sure that we do everything we can to filter through all 
this and try to figure out what is actually being done to help the problems we have. I will always remember one passage from a 
book by Alex de Tocqueville. In the late part of the 1800s, he came to America and traveled. In this book, he wrote something 
that I’ve never forgotten. He said, “The absolute freedoms of America are tempered by a common sense of morality.” To me, 
that really sums up the greatness of America. How did this country have the incredible freedoms that it had? How did we all 
come here as immigrants — or as slaves, some — and work together to form what I do believe is a “dream.” America really is 
a dream. It’s built on the idea that we can come here, have freedom, and have opportunity as well. The great freedoms we 
have are always tempered by the belief that we, as Americans, would tolerate freedom but understand the limits. I’m not 
trying to bring you down or be cynical — because I’m not, I’m a very optimistic person — but I certainly believe America is at 
a point, right now, where we’ve lost our common sense of morality. I think there was a time in America where if you, for 
instance, wrote songs that depicted killing police officers and raping women, people would say, “That is not acceptable. 
American society is not going to accept that.” But today it seems like everything’s for a buck — if you can make a buck off it, 
it’s ok — and we’ve pushed the limits and pushed the limits and pushed the limits. I’m only suggesting to you that this is a 
concern to me. I think we have to step back sometimes and realize that we are in history. Sometimes you just get lost in the 
moment, but I think it’s important to acknowledge that there is an issue there and something that I certai nly am looking and 
still thinking and still trying to learn about.  
 
I am a Republican representative. I come from Holden, Massachusetts. I grew up in Holden, left for 20 years, and moved back 
three years ago. I bought my grandparents' house and I live next door to my mom and dad now. I actually have a little trail 
between our houses — the same trail I used to walk up to visit my mom and dad, which is also the trail my kids now walk 
down to visit theirs. I find it a very heartwarming story. I really believe  I am in a special place, representing a special district, 
and I have a special opportunity to be a representative. I take it very seriously. I’m very proud and honored to be a 
representative, as I am for you to invite me here today.  
 
I’m also a certified public high school teacher. When I was in law school in Philadelphia, we had a program in which we could 
choose to be isolated in an ivy tower in north Philadelphia, surrounded by a very poor area, or we could integrate ourselves 
into a community. I signed up for that — for the program that’s now nationally recognized as LEAP. We would go into the 
high schools in north Philadelphia and supplement a high school class by teaching constitutional law to kids. I’ll tell you, that 
was such a meaningful class to me. The last day I taught that class, the teacher said, “The students have something for you,” 
and I didn’t even know what he meant because I’d never thought about it. He brought me a gift with a card that said, “Every 
day you came here, I looked forward to coming to school.” The reason I say that to you is, I never forgot how much that meant 
to me, and I always thought about going into teaching because I think it’s the greatest profession in the world. I wish our 
country gave more respect to teachers than they do. Nonetheless, I’ve always kept that in my heart, and when the time came 
for me as an apprenticing attorney, I decided I’d like to do something different. So I was a certified teacher, and then I decided 
to run for office. If I didn’t make it in office, I was going to look to become a high school teacher because that’s really 
something I’d like to do — something I’d still like to do someday. I have two children — eight and five years old — who are in 
the public schools. I’m a strong supporter of publ ic education. I’ve always done whatever I can to support both lower and 
higher public education.  



One of the frustrating things for me, though, about being a Republican is that when you have that “R” next to your name, 
nobody gives you money if they’re a teacher. Nobody works for you if you’re a Republican. They simply see an “R” next to 
your name, even though I support education as strongly as anyone can. I have been certified to teach. I want to teach. I will do 
anything I can to help teachers. Because I had an “R” next to my name, though, my opponent was endorsed by the Teachers’ 
Association. My opponent was given mailings and money by the Teachers’ Association. Now, he may have been as strong a 
supporter of education as I was, but the point is: somebody’s not thinking when that’s happening. They’re just reacting to the 
fact that I had an “R” next to my name and he had a “D.” It brings me back, again, to the idea that this is not what it’s 
supposed to be about.  
 
There was a supplemental budget filed recently about funding higher education contracts. It’s remarkable what politicians 
can do when they have a contract and they have other things they’d rather fund. I’ll be frank with you, some of those other 
things really aren’t what the average person in Massachusetts wants to have funded, but they’re the first things funded. The 
point is: a contract is a contract, it was wrong not to fund them. I have supported them. Once again, though, I was receiving 
letters from either the Massachusetts Teachers’ Association or the Higher Ed — they sent letters to all of us as representatives, 
and the first line of the letter was essentially: with the House dominated by Democrats, we are completely baffled at how we’re 
not having these contracts funded. The implication being, of course, with a bunch of Republicans we’d expect this, but with 
Democrats we wouldn’t. I want to point out one thing to you: there are 23 Republican representatives in the House. All 23 
voted to fund those teacher contracts. All 23. We sat with Governor Romney. He doesn’t want to not fund these contracts, he 
just thinks we have no money. He doesn’t know what to do. But the Governor — we spoke to him — has been clear that he’s 
going to do everything he can to fund those contracts to the best of his ability. So, people are working on this. It doesn’t matter 
if you’ve got a “D” next to your name or an “R” next to your name, fairness is fairness, and I’m just trying to point out to you 
that I think it’s real important that we start looking at people and the issues they stand for.  
 
I will say, about Governor Romney, as I said to you earlier about Attorney General Janet Reno: Mitt Romney, in my mind, is 
one of the most honest, decent, hardworking people with as much integrity as you could find in a public official. He might not 
agree with everything, but I’m just asking you to listen to the man and see what he wants to do. He came in here — he’s not 
from Beacon Hill — he’s not playing by the same set of rules. He’s going to be attacked by the media outlets that don’t want 
him; they just generally fall in line with parties, and we all know how that works. But the point is: sift through it, keep 
thinking, keep learning, and listen to what people have to say. He’s out there trying to utilize the money that we have in the 
best way possible, and that means funding higher education wherever he can. That means trying to help social programs as 
best as we can. He just simply sees waste and mismanagement. I could save a billion dollars right now, if you gave me the 
ability, that wouldn’t affect any people in Massachusetts to any real degree, but they’re tied into special interests. That’s 
where the money goes first, and what’s left is what we get. 
 
So, I just really want to close with the idea that, as you keep going, you’re not done, you haven’t stopped thinking, you’re still 
reading every day, trying to read as broad of an opinion as you can, you’re trying to find out what the truth is as best as you 
can without somebody else telling you. So I guess the point is, I stand here today in closing with simply this: vote for the 
person, not the party. Look at what somebody has to say, and then decide, but don’t bring the preconceived notion that the 
letter next to their name means they fit a certain list of criteria and you’ve pretty much made up your mind before you’ve 
listened to anything out of their mouth. 
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